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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1. Claims 1-8 are pending. Claims 1-8 have been amended. Claims 1-8 have been 
examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see page 7-8, filed December 21 , 2007, with respect to 
claims 2 and 6 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection, under the 
second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12, of claims 2 and 6 has been withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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6. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lilly 
et al., Pub. No. 2002/0156723 (hereinafter Lilly), in view of Wolfberg et al., Pat. No. 
5,214,579 (hereinafter Wolfberg). 

As to claims 1-8, Lilly discloses the invention substantially as claimed as set forth 
in the Office Action mailed on August 30, 2007. 

Applicant amended claims 1-8 by adding the following new limitations: 

• wherein, when the transaction type is the service request from the internet 
store server, and 

• when the credit amount is not more than an internet credit limit, the 
internet credit limit is updated such that an amount obtained by subtracting 
the credit amount from the internet credit limit is set as a new internet 
credit limit (i.e. updating the remaining/available credit/balance). 

Lilly discloses transaction type service request from an internet store server (i.e. 
purchase is made at a vendors web site; Abstract). 

However, Lilly does not disclose the second new limitation. 

Wolfberg teaches that a data processing system can perform demand processing 
tasks based on a client's request for service. Wolfberg teaches that the service request 
can be for credit card purchase (col. 9, lines 27-33 and 53-60). Wolfberg also teaches 
that the data processing system can update the credit available on a credit card by 
subtracting the request (i.e. purchased) amount from the credit available. Wolfberg 
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teaches that the result of the subtraction determines a new credit available balance 
(col. 24, lines 18-23 and col. 26, lines 49-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include in the system for upgrading existing credit cards with 
additional lines of Lilly (Abstract), the processing of available credit balance as 
Wolfberg, since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in 
the combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in that art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed on December 21 , 2007 with respect to claims 1 -8 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

On pages 8-9, Applicant argues that Lilly does not teach or suggest that "when 
the transaction type is the service request from the internet store server and when the 
credit amount is not more than an internet credit limit, the internet credit limit is updated 
such that an amount obtained by subtracting the credit amount from the internet credit 
limit is set as a new internet credit limit." 

The Examiner has already responded to this new limitation in the 103(a) rejection 
above for claims 1-8. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GREGORY JOHNSON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2025. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30AM - 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI can be reached on (571) 272-6771 . The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lalita M Hamilton/ GREGORY JOHNSON 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3691 Examiner 

Art Unit 3691 



